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-ThB MAHJNG] DATE of this communication app arsf 


cover sfteet i^rresy)ondence address — 


condition for allowance; (2)|a timely filed Notice of ApiDeal t^nappeal fee); or ©)! 
Examination (RCE) inioniDliahce with 37 CFR 1.114^ jnk; || 


a) U The period for rejjly expires 

b) la 


PERIOD FOR REPL^ Meck either a) otfb| 

^months from the mailing dateMtM:final rejection. 



708.07(0. 


Extensions of time may be obtained under 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a). The date onwWii the petition under 37^M .'ll|6(^>a^^^ the appropriate extension fee 
have been filed Is the date for^purpoWs bf determining the period of extensloh^lpe corresponding anfi'oi^^^heJjeeJ |The appropriate extension fee under 

e final Office action; or (2) as set forth In 
[tion, even If timely filed, may reduce any 


37 CFR 1 .17(a) is calculatedifrom; |l) the expiration date of the shortened staM(CTperiod for reply origirialK 


(b) above, if checked. Any reply rec*elved by the Office later than three nrjonthi^g^the mailing date of tge] 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

1 .□ A Notice of Appeal was filed on 

\'J - ^ I, 


Appellant's BlgasTiust be filed withiM^ geriodtset forth In 


37 CFR 1.192(aj)^, o^&ny extension thereof (37 CFR^IffiM to avoid disr^^TIf the|appeal^ 
2.n The proposed anneridment(s) will not be entered.bed^^ li^Ms 1^ ; . 

(a) □ they raise new issues that would require further^ 

,4| r* ■• 


(b) □ they raise the i|sue pf new matter (see Note.be^ 

(c) □ they are notj defined to place the application injJ 

issues for appeal; and/or * ' 11 

(d) □ they present additional claims without cancelingi 


^eration and/or 5|frM ^^ below) 


[fonn for appealj^Stl^^ reducing or simplifying the 



NOTE: 


3.U Applicant's reply hasjovercome the following rej^ctioSM 


Irresponding numbef^rfinally rejected claims. 

1'^ ^'l 


4. n Newly proposedj.pr arnended claim(s) would bBKg/abte if submittMinl 

canceling the non-allowable clalm(s). i ISk 111 

5. M The a)U affidavit, l?|U exhibit, or c)l3 request for n^^^ideration has beef 


Claim(s) allowed 


Claim(s) objert^d tbf 
Claim(s) rejectiij: if 


Clalm(s) withdrawn*|rom consideration: 

8. n The proposed drawing correction filed on 

9. n Note the attached Information Disclosure Statem^nfi 

10. n Other: 


1 t 



is not directed S®y 


application in ciandition for allowance because:: Seeft^nwuef/on Sheet 

6. D The affidavit orixhibit will NOT be considered Jtfe&J[ 

raised by the E|amj||ier in the final rejection. | 

7. n For purposes ofiAppeai, the proposed amendmi^sl 

explanation of hbw the new or amended claims; wbll 

The status of the claim(s) is (or will be) as follows: 


Mil not be entereS 


Separate, timely filed amendment 

MB' ; ■ 

p.^^elc^d but does NOT place the 

fill' 

'^rolissues which were newly 

'M' 


entered and an 
rejected is pro\|cJ^p%l0w:p|appended. 



Si^plfoyed by 


pprovedor b)[|l „^ 
^^0-1449) PapelSH S 


the Examiner. 



U.S. Patsnt and Trademailc Offlca 
PTO^OS (Rev. 04-01) ;^ 

?! 
il 



Part of Paper No. 6 


Continuation Sheet (PTo|303) j ^ 
10/027,727 


i 


Continuation of 5. does N€jT pigjce th*e application In condition for allo>vance because: twpj piain iss^es'i^re still unresolved. Firstly, 
applicant still refuses to caij|tlie^^rboves what they really are, liHsteadrrfesoKlng toacliam r^c:ii:lng a jpr|4ff^grnented shaped charge. He 
states that he can use the t|rmsijhe way he wants, and that pj-e-frsarrtfented Is what it Is. ]jhat lalonels^^tru^ but remains inconsistent 
with what he actually teacHes. Ifiit is ^pre-fragmented beforefbecorninp a ishaped charge, ihjenljit Js irtj pieces before exploding. 
Secondly, It is believed that 'neither primary teaching defines a'jslot alSput which a charge casje fraciures;.i i:^alters '044 teaches the liner to 
be an integral part of the cfjargetease;. See Fig. 1. Walters '870 tea;c|ies a^harge confinec jin aica^sijig^^ shaped charge liner (col. 3, 

lines 25-27 and Fig. 1. The'1mer|s made an integral part of thfe casing ^support structure fo^'^'^- • -^--^ 

the charge casing . even without a liner, would define a slot a:i;Veqiiira| . 
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